Ix	Introduction: Part V
Doubts cast on the tradition by Fergusson, Kielhorn, and others. —
In the early days of Sanskrit study, all this was, quite naturally, ac-
cepted as fact. But it soon began to be notist that there were not only
many stories about Vikrama which by their own contents proclaimed
themselves as legends, but also some reports about him in quasi-
historical works which were confused and inconsistent with themselves
and each other. Even the Hindus themselves had to resort to the
expedient of declaring that there had been two or more Vikramas. So
the Rajataramgini (see Stein's Notes on II.6 and III.125 ff.) mentions
at least two. And Alberuni, who lived 973-1048 according to Sachau,
says that the Qaka era (78 a.d.) was founded by a King Vikramaditya
(not the same as the king of Malava who founded the Vikrama era),
in celebration of his defeat of a prince named Qaka at Korur in the
Punjab. (Sachau's Alberuni, II.6.) Moreover, from the fourth or fifth
Christian century on, it seems to have become common for Hindu
kings to take the title of Vikramaditya, which either was then or soon
became an honorific epithet like Caesar; and the great confusion of
our stories about Vikrama, practically all of which are admittedly late,
was much increast by this fact. By the middle of the nineteenth
century all these confusions had had their effect upon the general
attitude of Indologists towards Vikrama. There arose an ever-in-
creasing scepticism on the subject. It was pointed out that there is
no epigraphic or numismatic evidence for the existence of such a king
in the first century b.c. — a thing which would hardly be conclusive
in itself, however; many personages of ancient India whose historicity
is unquestioned could not be proved to have existed on such evidence.
Other theories of the origin of the Vikrama era began to be proposed.
Among these, one which for some time enjoyed much prominence,
largely because it was accepted by Max Mtiller (India, What can it
teach us? p. 286 ff.), was that of Fergusson (JRAS. 1870, p. 81 ff.).
Pergusson believed that the era was founded by a king named or en-
titled Vikramaditya who defeated the Huns in 544 a.d. (the battle to
which he referred really took place nearly twenty years earlier, and
was put later by Fergusson for the sake of the theory), and that the
beginning of the era was arbitrarily dated back 600 years from the
time of its real founding to give it a flavor of antiquity. This theory
is now rendered untenable by the simple fact that several records
dated in the Vikrama era before the time assumed for its foundation
have been discovered.
No important positive evidence against the tradition was advanst

